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Article 3

Message From .....he Spiritual Advisor ...
A Question of tr1e Imposition of Values

..

Letters to the Editor

.

.'·

Dear Friends:
1\s a people we are caught in a controversy that is most serious. The abortio n issue strikes at the very hea rt of the quality not merely the quantity of
human life. Where quality is concerned - values a re implied. '"YOU HAVE
NO R IGHT TO FORCE YOUR VALUE SYSTEM ON ANOTHER," proal >rtionists will claim.
Who says?
First, is it reall y a questio n of "imposition of Values"? Or is it rather
,>oi nting to values a lready imposed? Is LIFE valuab le? Wha t is its value?
Is it possible to add to its value by its destruction? Is the ftfth commandment
an imposition? Whose?
Wo~ld v:e. stop a suicide attempt? Wou ld we call a halt (even forcibly) to
a c.ann tbahsttc banq uet? Would we c hase a thief ? Are we imposing values?
Is Jt then a question of imposition of values on others? Or isn't there a point
s?mewhere beyond which individuals have not only the right but the obligatio n to ~peak out and to act out (peaceably) in favor of what is clearly rig ht
and agamst an allowance which wou ld be seri ously detrimental to the common good, as we ll as destructive to the indi vidual life.

Laws are writte n for the common good. It may not be an individual matter
at a l~ . N? more than promoting suicide wou ld be. No more than legalizing
canmba hs111 wou ld be. No more than licens ing stealing would be. The aborti on issue wi ll have repercussions a t a " people level" and our natio n itself
may be well nurturing the seed of self-r uination. Though it may never be
right to impose values, is this not certain ly a lways wrong: th e fai lure to make
values known and heard? For us to re ma in s ilent or inactive would be to con tribute to COMMON EVIL. And should legislation be e nacted over our
voice - should we fail to be heard - wherein is the fa ilure? They alone have
truly fai led, who have failed to speak.
If the creati on is to move ever toward the perfection of the Creator it is
fo r some to point the way ... not " the ir" way but a way clea rly made k'nown
by Him . Contin ue to make your voice (rather, His voice) hea rd. May the
Spirit direct!
Father Charles Scherer
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DIALOG UE CONTI NUES
To the Ed itor:
I wish to tak e this oppo rtunit y to
thank Father McCorm ick both fo r his
contribution to the May 1972 i s ue of
TLQ and for having ta ken further t ime
from his busy schedule to have an wered
my critique of his A me rica article.
I think Father is correct in assu ming
that the reflect ions I expressed are shared
by other physicians a nd perhaps at some
later date, in a more ti ghtly reasoned
article, I shall be more adequate to the
task of expressing the view of those o f
us who tend to be theo logically tradi tional and philosophically neoscholastic
in the area of medical moralit y.
Ti ll then, again I express my sincere
appreciation to Father McCormick fo r
having acknowledged my statement. I
for one will continue to follow avidl y
his invaluable mora l notes in the Theo logical Studies and I stro ng ly urge o thers to do the same .
Sincerely,
Vitale H. Paganelli. M.D.
66 Park St.
Glens Falls, N . Y . 1280 1

CONGRATULATIONS
FROM TA IWAN
To the Editor:
My heartfe lt congratula tions to Dr.
J ohn J . Brennan for his courageous,
positive and full y Chril·tian add ress
(Linacre Quarterly, Feb. 1972) ! We
have been hearing too ma ny purely
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negative talks with rega1 to the N ational Birth Regulati o n ,\ let hod s. B11t
the question is: What wil l you DO to
help those people who need birth n t;ulation?- many of whom don't wa nt
to use pills, or IUD . . . si mply out of
fear, if not for et hical reasons. This is
especi a ll y true here in Tai wan and in
some other developing countries. Let
a ll reme mber the words of o ur LorJ.
" As lo ng as you did not do it for one of
these least ones. you did no t do it fr r
me ... We need desperately good sama1 ·
tans like Drs. Jo hn & Lyn Billings. D .
John J . Brennan and ma ny devote.J
docto rs o f your Cat hoi ic Physician<
Gu ild s.
Simon C hin, S.J.
Assoc iated Professo r
Faculty ofT'1eology
Fu Jen Catholic Un1versit y

THE RIGHT TO HEALTH CARE
To the Editor:
Please stop playing se mant ic games
with the words "rights·· and "dutie ...
etc. I may have a n obligation in Ch ri ~
tia n charity to treat the sick who ca nnot
pay me: but they certainly car.not have
a right to my services. If they do, nei ther
o f us is free or capable o f giving or receiving Ch rist ian chari ty. I agree entirely with D r. Sade. You ca nnot have
it both ways. I cannot give true Chri5tian
charity if the recipient has a "nght"
to that gift. Your semantic pablum dehuma ni zes both of us.
Lyle C. Voge, M.D .
Orange, California
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REICH'S ARTICLE SPREADING
CONFUSION
To the Editor:
You gave so much space to Fr. Wa r. en
T. Reich's article, " Po licy vs. Et'1ics,"
Linacre Qua rterly, Feb. 1972, I'm h oping
you will fi nd room for this letter, o r a
similar o n ·~ . to the editor.
First,
want to congratula te Jo hn J .
Bre nnan, \ 1.D., for his article "Quicksands of C1 'llpromise". It is wonderful
that the de Jr seems quite able to accept
the Hosp
Directives even though a
number o
· iests have d ifficulty with
them!
Then, cou. I state a few objections
t0 F r. Reich 's a. , icle? He seems worried
tl 11 the Directives establish hospital
p •Iicy 1ather than state ethical norms.
If we a1 • to call our hospitals Catholic,
then why should it not be our policy
to fo llow proper ethica l norms in those
1-ospit als? Is Fr. Reich ashamed of Cathc ic e t hics in Catholic hospita ls?
At the NACC meeting in Menlo Park,
'.pri l 9-2 1, 1972, I believe the majority
' f t he Catholic chaplains there agreed
t 1at if our Catho lic hospitals are to exist
•. tall , then they must be Catholic, fo llow
our Catholic code of ethics.
Fa ther states that in Canada the bishops
recommend that "for certa in complex
situations specia lists be called upon to
assist in the decis ions of conscience of
docto r, patie nt, or administrator, a nd
that t 11ese specia li sts - d octo rs, theolo1 ans, and others- sho uld fun ction in
I. cal a nd n:gio na l medico-mo ral committees. Bish ops are no t designated as
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members of these committees no r as final
arbite rs of the meaning and appl ication
of the guidelines." Father seems to t hink
this policy is in total disagree ment with
the tone of Directives as given by the
America n bishops. I see no disagree ment.
Quite proba bly the Canadia n theologian would be appointed by the loca l
bishop, or bishops, a nd would be a trul y
Catholic theologian.
It see ms to me that Father's art icle
questions the authority of the bishops
to give Catholic moral d irecti ves. This
much I ra ther firml y believe: neither
the scientists nor theo logia ns like F r.
Reic h are entrusted by C hri st wi th the
teachi ng role in the Church. This rests
ultimately with the bishops. If Fr. Reich
thinks that to foll ow the teaching of
our bi shops "encourages the moral immaturity born of dependence on the
C hancery", let him so thi nk. Some of us,
at least, will fo llow our bishops a ppointed by Christ rather than a se lf
appointed theologian, and no do ubt
we will be the more matu re for it.
Fina lly, Father indicates tha t he sees
some of the Directives as vague. Not
nearly so vague as his article. Due to
my igno ra nce, I may have misunderstood
his article. But if I have misunderstood ,
this could be due to the fact that his
article is extremely vague. At a ny rate,
I'm thoroug hl y convi nced his article
contributes no thing but confusio n to
the a lready confused Catho lic cause.
Fr. Philip Schuster, OSB
St. Mary's Hospita l,
Pierre, South Dakota
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The Directives: A r~ risis of Faith

.. .. .

Thomas J. O'Donnell, S.J .

·...
I

A storm of violent criticism has
broken on the American health
and hospital scene on the occasion
of the appro\ a!. by the Bishops of
the United St;• c'> - last November- of the ne\\ Fthical and R eligious Directive.\ for Catholic
Health Facilities. The Directives
are being criticized as being meanFather O'Donnell responds to
the current criticism of the new
Ethical and Religious Directives for
Catholic Health Facilities. He reviews some of the f requently stated
criticisms of the Code and concludes that within the controversy
"the basic issue is faith in th e
Church," particularly its teaching
regarding contraception and abortion .
Father O'Donnell is a medicomoral consultant for Linacre
Quarterly.

and contraception. The publication
of the Directives has se . ved as a
convenient and more COi 1fortable
focus of exacerbation. Pr. rhaps it
seems somehow ecclesia ly safer
to attack just the Arne ; ·an bisho ps rather than the entit teaching
authority of the Church itself.
To even begin to assess this
situation, we must first look at
the Directives the mselves. T he
criticism that is launched at them
in general really concerns only a
very few specific points, and these
are items which did not originate
with the D irectives, but are only
borrowed and brought in.
We are talking about a documel't
made up of a preamble of eight
paragraphs and 43 specific directi ves.

Of the eight paragraphs of the
preamble, the first two recall the
highest ideals of the Christian w ·ingless for our modern day, as ness in the care of the sick: to cu ·hopelessly ill -suited to the ecu- ry into their lives the, saving presmenical dimension of our plural- ence of Christ- to see life, and
istic society, of being irrelevant re- suffering, and death in the light of
garding what the Catholic hospital redemptive love- to see the pashould or should not do and beyond tient as a whole person, and not
the scope of what the American just as a pathology - to be dedihierarchy should or should not cated to the humble service of
humanity and especially to the
teach.
A proper perspective demands poor- and to continue to study
the initia l consideration of one and evaluate new medical procevery important fact underlying the dures in the context of Christian
whole issue - namely: that the mora l goodness. Surely it is not
controversy is not really (or at ideals such as these which make
most only very partially) about the the Directives so ine pt and useless.
What makes the preamble so bad
Directives at all. The controversy
is basica lly about the teaching of in the eyes of its critics seems to
the Catholic Church on abortion me, in all honesty, to be just two
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